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platform the deductions of the law. What the Congress and the
Khilafat organizations have accepted is but a fragment of the
implications of that law. Given true workers, the limited mea-
sure of its application can be realized in respect of vast masses of
people within a short time. But the little measure of it to be true
must satisfy the same test as the whole. A drop of water must
yield to the analyst the same results as a lakeful. The nature of
my non-violence towards my brother cannot be different from
that of my non-violence to the universe. When I extend the
love for my brother to the whole universe, it must still satisfy the
same test.
A particular practice is a policy when its application is limited
to time or space. Highest policy is therefore fullest practice. But
honesty as policy while it lasts is not anything different from
honesty as a creed. A merchant believing in honesty as a policy
will sell the same measure and quality of cloth to the yard as a
merchant with honesty as a creed. The difference between the two
is that the political merchant will leave his honesty when it does
not pay, the believing one will continue it even though he should
lose his all.
The political non-violence of the non-co-operator does not
stand this test in the vast majority of cases. Hence the prolon-
gation of the struggle. Let no one blame the unbending English
nature. The hardest "fibre" must melt in the fire of love. I cannot
be dislodged from the position because I know it. When British
or other nature does not respond, the fire is not strong enough> if
it is there at all.
Our non-violence need not be of the strong, but it has to be
of the truthful. We must not intend harm to the English or to
our co-operating countrymen if and whilst we claim to be non-
violent. But the majority of us have intended harm, and we have
refrained from doing it because of our weakness or under the igno-
rant belief that mere refraining from physical hurt amounted to
due fulfilment of our pledge. Our pledge of non-violence excludes
the possibility of future retaliation. Some of us seem, unfortunately,
to have merely postponed the date of revenge.
Let me not be misunderstood. I do not say that the policy of
non-violence excludes the possibility of .revenge when the policy
is abandoned. But it does most emphatically exclude the pos-
sibility of future revenge after a successful termination of the
struggle* Therefore, whilst we are pursuing the policy of non-
violence, we are bound to be actively friendly to English adminis-
trators and their co-operators. I felt ashamed when. I was told that